To Quin Ubea from ^‘arold Welsberg^i^ appealsf adclitlona to (^31/78 
Baoords proviAsd to otters 
iiiiby rsoordSf pre-osaossinatloa 
Oswald rocor^f pro^assasslnatlon 
JHC-i«lated records nor prorLdsd under PA request 

Bow that tte PBI h»s o^n written ss that it coujilisd la fUU froit tho 
Balias Pisld Qfiios files - and hasn't - and now that an affidavit has teon supplied 
hgr SA Boraoa Beckidth attestine to foil ooaplianoc la as C.A. 78-0249 > and it 
a«8ln la falaaly awoiu, wltJi tte X>»partR»nt's Kotion for Sunnaiy Judesceat to be heard 
In two « 0 (.ks* 1 baliavo It is uppropriato to provldo you with further relevant Infonaa- 
tlon* 

Enclosed terewltii Is a oopy of Paul Booh's eorrespoodanoe with tte PBX relating 
to his duplloatlag requast* 

Ttese ooclosuxsa cake it clofir that deapLte 8 a ^eckslth's affidavit thara ara 
atm otter records not provided reletin.'; to •«» release of JHC oasaaf^tnation records* 
While in shorthand this is the ‘'woxksteots” case the rsquast is hy no eieans limited 
to the prooaaalnf: worksheets. 

Tteoe rsoords also noto it clear thst tte still withholds many relevant 
records. Hr. Booh elm lists sorce of tho fllen not eosrehod, Asoafid: field officss 
plesse note Utc vdd frou ^'eu Orleans* 

It also is apparent that hy, fioob was provldsd with records not provided to me 
despite tte dstsmination following' Jud^s ^siusli's dcclsiaa of this past l/l6/78 
that I would reoaivn oopies of ell sudh records provided to others. As 1 teve ob- 
tainad such proofs - and I vaa infonod of otter inat^noas by phone from Ballss 
yaatarday — 1 hav* provided you with thee. Tte P3I has a perfeot record over ilr* past 
sight months of not providing me with a siugls oopt of a a<ngia documants provided to 
say otter person* despite tte Boxw^rtmeant'o dodsloa in this matter and despite ay 
lattara to hr, HoCroight* Or tte as uranoaa given by tte Bepartawit to tte Aansto* 

X havs now gone over tho Ruby records provld«id from DFO files* They eutabllab 
tte ashstenos of a pro-nBsan i d f iatio n file on Ruby* This in tte rscords provided* 

Tte withholding of the pre-aasaasinatloa Ruby records Is tharefors kno;<u to both the 
DPO sad tte FHIHCi JX>IA unit and ia tterefors a deliberate withholding* 

Mr* Hoch refers to sono of tho still wltliteld pro-aspasEiratioa Oswald r«>sords. 
Referonoos exist to tbeue withheld rsoords in tte U«) records that have been provided, 
■^hie withholding aloe was known to PBHIQ, which none^teloss withholds. I readai you 
that this is one of ay epedfio raquosta of eocce years ago* more in tte past that tte 
FBI's claimed backlog end thorofore qualified for expedited prooearlng. 

I do not share ^■•r. Boeb'S eonfldanoe in either the Judgemrait or tho pereoption 
of the Bouse assassins ond do not abdicate to it. With regnrd to those refioids, givon 



all that has bccooie known of such FHL operationsf I bsllevs Xho b/isds for withhold- 
ing has largely eroded* I already rsqueeted that the provicdLone of tho new 
ezeoutlwe order be applied iu this case axid given reawons for this* Howcverf I can 
conceive that despite the passing of sore than 15 years with regard to some of those 
records there tiay be a lef^tteate boslo for the withholding of tho none of oono pci>- 
sons I if they £urc otlll alive* In any such In^t^oes I will not dispute the withholds* 
Ing of t o noises of living perecno* 

i'he JPC had a special de&criptioix tho VCarroo Cpcurdaslon for its files* 
Prestdocts Cc-nsdsKlec ^ Anaaofnnticnft* iny onpftmels* The nirthor lo 62^3583* The 
records provided* aa I xw.*oallf with ^uly 1964 arm for all or Just about all 

of the lator rooorto are limited to the time after the end of the Comnlesion' s legs! 
life* I attach the <^uly record* part of the cover and of the first page of an 
article fron the Tork He»vl©s of A>cks. 

Whils this la not the first printed referanoe to either the fipetein book or my 
first It is the only ono pr a vidod hy T3PC* ■**t was not provided by 2OT In reeponoe to 
my F*A* roquoat* *^t was not 14tor provided in reeponee to ny appeal* I believe it 
edtahlit}hc<3 the dcliberateoeeB of DGK)*s ylthholdin^ an3 tho knowledge of F3IRQ* 

(This lo in addition to the info3TB;atiQn X have already provided you* that the field 
offices refused tc use the proper Irulioes and o^er moane of retrieval and filed 
false asouranxies of vha completeneea of their searoboe*) 

In this connectioa I also call to your atUnilrsi th. fclsity of S/t 
affidavit of 8/11/78* filed in C*A* 75-1996 but onoe again stating to a court that 
my P*A, rcKfuest had bean fully coapl5.ed with* By this I a» stating that this is woraly 
another false attestation in that affidavit* tho one that is relevant to the 
JFK records and ©y P*l* rt quest and apptN^l* (?le af ’idavit ia faleely swoxn in other 
respects* wife is no^/ typing a lengthy memoranduu on this* in addltton to the 
affidavit of which I havxs alw>«idy irrovlded with a coxy for th© guidaneo of your 
itaff* A copy of this neno will also be available to you*) 

I r»-'g»rd those and Bltriltr felse affidavits as a seriouLa matter* Bursnucraciee 
fi^?noralIy structure tl'.emselveo ao that anyone can eocape responsibility* ^us when 1 
earlier asP^Blreotor iCellcy to inquire into what I rogai'd ae a. felony* false swearing 
to the material* he ultljaetely referred ns to the Office of Professional ‘Vsponaibillty* 
i^ts cermpt of Frofeeaionnl ^^pcodbifLity lo t!ic avcidunce of any responsibility* *^t 
refused even a perfunctory Innulxy* In thie it niede Its actual role clow* 

If the i'^prxtoent i*- act concini^ about acts that* irtwn caLmdJted by othars* it 
takoo to court, I would hop^ that at eono point It might glvo some thought to the 
coat of these endlees perjurios* I would, of course, prefer that it have eooe regard 

for coapllsnoe with tho Act* But the cash and time costa of these false affidavits 

an Iqt now considerable* 



